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Faithfully Examined, and clearly Reivlyed,” . 
th Ss. ct oe 
O pretend Authority, and a&-withiont any,1s dt 1- 
jurious; both to-thoſe, whoſe Authority is pretended, 
and to all who are concerned in the Exerciſe of it. 
This is univerſally true; but may be much aggravated 


by the ircumſtances df the Perſons any way concerned, and of the 
it may. beer eived, 


nded ex . And. fromyence 
Prcenoa te Epsſcopal Authority is of 

a Crime of a very hi z--and yet this may be farther ag 
gravated by the Addition of another Crime of like-ntature and-de- 
gree ;, that is, Schiſm ; when the Authority is not only pretended 

and uſurped, but with this farther Iniquity, to caſt out, or kee 
aut, @ true and juſt Authority. And from hence may be perceiyed, 
how reaſonable it 1s that no Authority be admitted, traſted, or 
ſubmitted to, without good Evidence, or ſufficieat grounds« And 
therefore ſo long as it is dowbr7ul; it is as none till the Doubt be 
cleared, or it be ratified and confirmed by juſt and competent. 
Authgzity. And becauſe the Epiſcopal Authority of the whole 
Succ of thoſe, who are now in Poſſeſſion of the Temporalities 
of the Biſhops of England from Cranmer, hath been.queltipned- and 
denied from the beginning,; it is the Concern of-every Perſon in 
this Nation to be well ſatisfied of the: Authority they pretend, ar 
elſe to ſeek for ſome other, that is without queſtion. Ang this 'is 
yet the more neceſſary qr reaſonable, becauſe there are no Churches, 
either) in the Ea#, or in- the Wet, or any. part of the. Wor! 
whoſe Epiſcopal or Eccleſiaſtical-Authority is depied-or queſtioncd 
: A at 


” ——_— mm | _—_ RY a n Ka a 
- The Great Queſtion,*. * 
Of te AUTHORITY of the 


Arch-Biſhops, Biſhops, 8 Clergy, 


Ofche preſent Conſtitution of the Church of England 
| Eſtabliſhed by L A W, - 
Whether truly Apoſtolical, 'vr only-Political, 
| Regal, and Parliamentary * 


#.._ # 


Faithfully Examined, and clearly Reiolyed.. . 26. | 
Þ * 3- *%s uit 
| O pretend Authority, and a&-without any, 1s 

"0 - jurious; both to-thoſe, whoſe Authority is pretended, 


and to all who are concerned in the Exerciſe of” it. 
This is univerſally true; but may be much aggravated 
by the Circumſtances df the Perſons any way concerned, and of the 
| =Whorein It | ended and. exerciſed. And rom mance 
it. may. beperceived, Pretence-of Eps/copal Authority is of it felf 
a Crime of a very ng degree ;--and yet this may be. farther -ag- 
 gravated by the Addition of another Crime of like:ttature and-de- 
gree ;, that is, Schi/m ; when the Authority is not only pretended 
and uſurped, but with this farther Iniquity, to caſt out, or kee 
aut, @ true and juſt Authority. And from hence may be perceived, 
how reaſonable it 1s that no Authority be admitted, traſted,.or 
ſubmitted to, without” good Evidence, or ſufficieat grounds« And 
therefore ſo long as it is dowbr/ul; it is as none till the Doubt be 
cleared, or it be ratified and confirmed by juſt and competent; 
Sons. And becauſe the Epiſcopal Authority of - the whole 
Succ of thoſe, who are now in Poſſeſſion of the Temporalities 
of the Biſhops of England from Cranmer, hath been.queſtipned- aud 
denied from the beginning, it is the Concern of- every Perſon in 
this Nation to be well ſatisfied of the; Authority they pretend, ar 
elſe to ſeek for ſome other, that is without queſtion. ng: this 'is 
yet the more neceſſary qr reaſpnable, becauſe there are no Churches, 
either 1n the Ea#, or in- the We#t, or any. part of the. Wor! 
whoſe Epiſcopal or Eccleſiaſtical-Authority is depied-or queſtionc 
, A at 


FH, 


OG ES 


em. aaa 


2 The Authority of the Engliſh Biſhops, &c.. 


at this day, but thoſe, which call themſelves Reformed Churches 
and yet have no Communion with any Catholick Church in being 
before the pretended Reformation. 

Tho* C2anxnier had no true Canonical Elefion, nor was qua- 
lied tor Epiſcopal Conſecration, having married a ſecond Wife, 
and fhe living, tho” kept concelled, yet ſince his Conſecration hath 
not been queſtioned, and there are greater Matters to be conſi- 
dered, I ſhall paſs by that, and ſuppoſing the Ordination and Con- 
ſecration which he received -to be good, proceed immediately to 
the Conſideration of the Ordination and Conſecration of others by 
Him ; Whether that might confer any true Apoſtolical, either 
Epiſcopal, or Sacerdotal, Authority? and admitting it might till 
Oftober 1535. when he received a Commiſſion exaQly agreeing 
with that publiſhed in the Hiſtory of the Reformation, Vol. 1, Rec. 14. 
..184. and in all but one particular with his ſecond Commiſſion 


Pol. 2. Rec. 2. p. 90. as appears by a Note of Dr. Yale, principal 
Regitrry and Vicar-General to Mat. Parker, upon a Tranſcript, 


(probadly for a Precedent of fuch Commiſſions ) wherein are noted 
the Dates of divers others then, and ſoon after, to the Arch-Biſhop 
of York, &'c. Yet is there great reaſon to doubt of it afterward. 
This is' a Matter of great moment, which had been buried in Si- 
lence and Oblivion for ſome time, but, undoubtedly by a ſpecial 


ordex. of Providence. brogehit 40 icht bvtwo late Wrifere, obo 
did good Service to neceflary Truth, what-ever either of them in- 


tended. For, 1/f, from hence may-be obſerved divers matters of 
Fat of great Conſequence. | : 

1. That it was Cranmer*s Projed and Invention ; which i con- 
firmed by its agreement with his Principles otherwiſe declared ;, but is diſ- 
ingenuouſly, diſhoneſtly and falſly imputed to Bonner, by the Hiſtorian, 
(and ſuch as comrary to their own knowledge have written after him) for 
ſetting awicked Example. 2. That it was not he alone, but the Arch-Biſhop 
of York, and the Biſhops of London, Lincoln, Wincheſter, &c. who 
accepted ſuch Commiſſions , undoubtedly all of both Provinces either 
then, or ſoon after : For if any one had dared to ſtand out, it would have 
been ſoon publickly known, and taken notice of : Tho he and his Friend 
Cromwell berrayed them all into it. 3. That this was continued 1n 
that Reign, muy well be concluded from the Temper of that King, who 
would abate nothing of what he-had once gotten, the Spirit and Concern 
of Cranmer, Arch-Biſhop, 'and the Recoxd of Bonner's Commiſſion 

4 years after, and the Order of Conncil in the beginning of K. Edward's 
Reign, to take out Commiſſions of the ſame form, 4. That -all Pro- 
motions afterward, in 4s ( Cranmer's ) time to any Epiſcopal Sees = 
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by Commiſſions : Which i confirmed by the Order of Council aforeſaid, 
and the Stat. 1. Ed. 6. c. 2." Paſſim obtinuit ab Anno 1535. ad Annum 
I553. fays Wharton de Epiſc. Lond. in Bouner. 

And, 2aly, from this matter of Fa& it may be farther obſerved, 
that the Authority of theſe Perſons, whom we preſumed to be true 
Biſhops of the Church of England, without all doubt, is not what we 
preſumed; unqueſtionable, but at leaſt greatly doubtrul, not only 
in reſpe& of Title to their Sees, but in reſpeX of their Epiſcopal 
Authority it ſelf, Whether they have any true Apoſtolical, or Eccle- 
ſiaſtical, Authority at all, or ſo much as Sacerdotal, or Clerical, or any 
other than meerly Political? And if this be {o, it * concerns all to 
look about us, to ſecure our Right and Title, not to any preſent: 
Temporal Eſtates upon Earth, but to our future Eternal State in 
Heaven; and more eſpecially after ſufficient Notice. The Doabrs 
are divers, and moſt of them Faral, if but any one of thoſe prove 
clear and undeniable againſt it. I ſhall propoſe only theſe following: 

1. Whether the Commiſſion doth not contain. matter Heretical and 
Schifmatical ? | 

2. Whether the Acceptance of an Heretical and Schiſmatical Com- 
miſſion doth not make the Acceptors guilty of both, and by Conſequence 
vitiate, or make the Ordination and Conſecration of ſuch Perſons by ſuch 
Perſons irregular ? | E 

3. Whether « Commiſſion dcluring AM Authoriry and Juriſdittior, 
as well Eccleſiaſtical as Secular, to proceed originally from the Regal 
Power, as the Supream Head and Spring ; ang that they, who before 
exerciſed any ſuch, did it only Precario, &c. and delegating by the Words, 
Tibi Vaces noſtras committimns, Licence ro Ordain, &c. Vice, 
Nomine, & Authoritate noſtris; — per preſentes ad noſtri Bene- 
placigi voluntatem duraturas, doth convey any other Authority than 
what ts really exiſtent in the Fountain, at the time of the Grant ? that ts, 
meerly Political, unleſs the King had received alſo by ſpecial Conſecration 
any truly Epiſcopal. | 

4. Whether the Acceptance of ſuch a Commiſſion be net 4 Recog- 
nition of ſuch an Authority as 1s therein declared, and a Renunciation 
of the Apoſtolical received from the Church ? 

5. Whether a Perſon acting under ſuch a Commiſſion may be 7::- 
tended to confer ary other Authority than what 1s conveyed to him by 
ſuch Commiſſion ? 

6. Whether, when both the Conſecrators and Conſccrated have before 
accepted ſuch Commiſſions, the Conſecration 5: ro be interftal ro be 
other than a Solemnity of Inveſtiture ( like the Coronation ) to the 
Office deligated by the Commiſſion, according to Cranmer's Opinion ? , 
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All theſe Doubrs ariſe from the Matters of. Fa&t aforeſaid, and do 
all occur and concur in the Caſe of every Biſhop, who was made 
ſince the Project of Commiſſions was brought into uſe during. the 
Reigns of Hey. 8. and Edw. 6. and all but the laſt in the Caſe of 
all, who were Biſhops at that time, and accepted any ſuch Com- 
miſſion : but all, and ſomething more peculiar in the Caſe of the 
Conſecrators of Matr. Parker, the firſt Arch-Biſhop ſince the ſe- 
cond Schiſm, in the firſt Year of Qu. Elizabeth, and the reſt then 
promoted, concerning their Conſecration. 

The Queen had ordered a Commiſſion to. Cuthbert, Biſhop of 
Durham ;,, Gilbert, of Bath; David, of Peterborough ;; Anthony, of 
Landaff;, William Barlow, Biſhop; and John Scory, Biſhop, dated 
Sepr. 9. to conſecrate Matt. Parker, who was elected As..1. by. the 
Dean of Canterbury, and four Prebendaries, the reſt not appearing, 
(Wharton p. 153.) and when nothing was done by them in near 
three months time, ſhe granted another, dited” Dec. 6. to Landaf, 
Barlow, and Scory, aforeſaid ; and to Coverdale, ſome time of Ex- 
eter; Richard, Suffragan of Bedford ; John, Suffragan of Ther- 
ford ;, and John Bale, Biſhop of Offory in Ireland, for them, or any 
four of them, to confirm and conſecrate him. Both are recited 
by Brambhall, p. 449, 459. and the laſt was executed by Barlow, 
Scory, Coverdale, and John, Biſhop of Bedford, as it is in the Re- 
giſter apud Bramball, p. 1043. ; 

Barlow was the Man, to whom ( apud Menſam Cathedra ſe- 
dente ) Parker was preſented by the reſt to be conſecrated Arch- 
Biſhop, and who performed the Office, as is related in the Regiſter. 
But it is a wonderful thing, by what Chance or Providence it hap- 
pened, that his own Conſecration, who was the principal ACtor in 
this, ſhould no where appear, nor any poſitive Proof of it be found, 
in more than. Fourſcore Years, ſince it was firſt queſtioned, by all 
the Search that could be made by ſo many learned, curious and in- 
duſtrious Perſons as Mr. Maſon imployed by the Arch-Biſhop, and 
all the Aſſiſtants he had in. his time, whoſe Book was printed 1613. 
and again with Additions, 1625. and 1638. * Biſhop Brambhall, and 
all the Aſſiſtance he could procure 1n his time, about the Year 1 657. 
Dr. Burnet, incouraged by the Parliament 1679. and all the Helps 
and many Aſſiſtants he had ; and the indefatigable Mr. Wharton, 
who had corrected and diſcovered ſo many Faults, Overlights and 
Miſtakes in others before him ; beſides many others ; that ever he 
was conſgcrated at all. It is true Biſhop Godwin, Biſhop of Here- 

ford, ſays, that he was conſecrated Feb. 22. 1535. Þþut fays neither 


where, nor by whom, nor produceth, or ſo much as. refers to any 
, Evidence 
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Evidence or Proof of what he faith. And tho* Biſhop Brambat 
would infer from thence that it was in Wales, and the Biſhop of 
Hereford might know ſomething of it ; yet both Mr. Jaſon and 
Mr. Wharton agree, and prove that what he faith cannot * be true. 
Maſon and Bramball take much pains-to prove it by Circumſtances hgen fad 
and Probabilities, for that all things were done for him, and to him, fulty in more 
and by him, that belong to a true and compleat Biſhop, except only things tha 
that of Conſecration ; and from the Concatenation cf our Fyoliſh _ But thi 
Cuſtoms ; eſpecially from the Reſtitution of his Temporalities, which — —_ 
they would have us believe is always after Conſecration. But what- j,ave co 
ever it ought to be, either by Law or Cuſtom, it was not then it he could, | 
always ſo obſerved, as before that, in the Caſe of Srokeſly, Biſhop of ' 
London, who had his Temporalities Fly 14. 1530. and was not 
conſecrated till Nov. 27. after, Whart. de Epic. Lond. p. 189. and 
ſince twice in the caſe of Bonner, who, elected Biſhop of Hereford, 
had Reſtitution of his Temporalities to his Proctor, while he him- 
ſelf was yet beyond Sea ; and afterwards, eleed Biſhop of Londor, 
had his Temporalities Nov. 18. 1539. and yet was not conſecrated 
till April 4. 1540. Nor .is it more ſtrange, that of all the As 
neceſſary for that purpoſe, the Conſecration ſhould be omitted, and 
eſpecially at a time when 4t was ſet fo light by, than-that of all the 
Records and Entries of thoſe AQts, that * only of the Conſecration, * There muft 
if there had been any, ſhould he wanting, when all the other As hare been al- 
appear in their proper Courts, as Bramball tells us, p. 482. but fo a Commiſ: 
after all, at laſt concludes: Neither doth this Conſecration concern us w_ for it, , 
fo much, as the Fathers (thoſe againſt whom he writes) imagine - ——_ 
there were Three Conſccrators ( which us the Canonical Number ) beſides by others 
him, ibid. and ſo Maſon, p. 370. and fo both give up this point, without the 
and betake themſelves to another Refuge, of a Canonical Number: Acch-Biſhop 
without him, which will not hold neither, as I ſhall obſerve by 
and by. But, firff, one word more of this principal Conſecrator, 

Barlow, who, 1 believe, was never conſecrated himſelf. 

He waseletedted Jar. 16. 1534. Biſhop of St. A/aph, and con- 
firmed the 234* and about the ſame time was in the King's Service 
in Scotland; Legationem apud Scotia Regem, 4þ Henrico Anglie Reous 
miſſus, obiit, ſays Wharton: and April 10. following was elefted 
Biſhop of St. David's, the Tranſlation confirmed by the Arch- 

Biſhop the 21/f. and the Temporalities reſtored the 26h of the 
fame Month : bnt the Record mentions nothing of any Conſecra- 
tion preceeding, but his Eletion and Confirmation by the Arch- 
Biſhop only : ipſurque ſic ckttum Epiſcopum preditle. Eccleſia Me- 
wevenſ. preſecit. The ſhort ſpace between his Elettion to St. Aaph, 

and 
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and Tranſlation to St. David's, and his Abſence in Scotland, might 
well prevent his Conſecration for that time, and the Tranſlation, 
eſpecially if he continued any conſiderable time in Scotland, make 
his Conſecration when he came home never queſtioned or thought 
on, eſpecially having his Spiritualities by the Arch-Biſhop's Con- 
firmation, and his Temporalities reſtored by the King. And it is 
like enough he might concur with the Arch-Biſhop in ſlight thoughts 
of ſuch a Formal:ty. For what-ever was his Learning, it ſeems, his 
Virtue was fo little, and the Offence, that he and Scory had given by 
their Behaviour, ſo great, that they were never ſo much as reſtored 
by Qu. Elizabeth to their former Sees, but put into meaner ones ; 
as the Hiſtorian informs us in his Abridement, p. 250. Nor would 
ſhe be Crowned by- either of them, tho' ſhe could hardly get any 
other to doit: Nor ſhould Parker have been conſecrated by them 
if the other four in the firſt Commiſſion would have done it. But 
before his Election to St. Aſaph he had been an active Promoter of 
the Reformation in Wales, and ſo doubtleſs promoted his own In- 
tereſt in the Favour of the King and Cranmer. 

Of the three Aſſiſtants, S£02y and Coverdale were not Ca- 
.nonically elected, but promoted by Commiſſion, and conſecrated 
by Cranmer, Hodskins, and Ridley, by a new Form compoſed by 
Perfons appointed by the King, and authorized under the Great 
Seal, according to the Act of Parliament, and fo ordered, that no 
Church of the Roman Communion, tho* they all look upon it as no 
leſs than Sacrilege to re-ordain any, who have been duly ordained 
before, have ever ſince allowed the Ordination of any ordained by 
them or their Succeſſors, or permitted them to perform the Office 
of Prieſts, without Re-ordination by ſome Biſhop of their own 
Communion. | 

The laſt of the Three, who did actually affiſt, was Tohn 
Hodskins, . only Suffragan of Bedford, conſecrated indced Ay- 
no 29. Hen. $8. but when Commiſſions were in uſe, and therefore 
in the ſame caſe with thoſe of that time before-mentioned ; and 
beſides, not rightly named in this Commiſſion, but by the Name 
of Richard, ( v. Maſon, p. 414. Bramball, p. 1025.) So that had 
he been without all other queſtion, yet his Legal Authority by this 
Commiſſion to a& in this Conſecration 1s queſtionable. 

And here, before we proceed farther, it may be obſerved what 
a lame Cauſe this of the Conſecration of Marr. Parker is invall re- 
ſpeQs, performed indeed by four Perſons, but of thoſe the firſt, 
-and he to whom Parker is preſented to be conſecrated, never con- 
ſecrated himſelf, that can be proved, and moſt likely never was. 

y Again, 
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Again, when theſe great Champions, Maſon and Brambal, after all 


* their ſtruggle, cannot make that point out ; they fly to another 


Refuge, and t<l1 us, that there were three Conſecrators beſides him, 
and that that is the Canonical Number. But here we find another 
not rightly named in the Original Record : ſo that here is another 
Doubt ; and if this hold, they fail of their Canonical Number 
even according to their own account ; But be that as it may; if 
Three be the Canonical Number for others, it is certain it is not 
the Legal Numher for an Arch-Biſhop, and when an Arch-Biſhop 
is not one, as is plain in the Szat. 25 Her. 8. c. 20. So that they 
do deceitfully in that ; and Parker therefore could be no Legal 
Arch-Biſhop: Nor was his Conſecration and Conſtitution Cano- 
nical, or according to the Orders or Uſage of the Church of Erg- 
land in particular for near a Thouſand Years before, even from 
the beginning of the Eng/;ſh Church, and of the whole Catholick 
Church, being confeſſedly the firſt of Seventy Arch-Biſhops con- 
ſecrated in that manner, and without Patriarchal Approbation, a 
matter of no little Importance in the Kingdom of Chriſt, as may 
be ſhewed upon another Occaſion. 

In the Regiſter of this Conſecration publiſhed by Bramball, I un- 
derſtand not how his Death, &c. could be noted in that manner 
as it is printed, if it was not all written ſome time after that. 


Nor am I ſatisfied that it was ever printed in his Life-time, or ſo 
much as mentioned in any Book then in Print : but the Book pre- 


tended for it, ſaid to be printed 1572. is ſo great a Rariety, that 
a Bookſeller told me he would give Five Pounds for it ; and what 
is by Maſon alleadged out of it, lb. 3. c.18. 7. 12. proves it not ; 
nor faith more than that he was elected, and conſecrated at ſuch a 
time, and by ſuch Perſons, but not one word of any Regiſter : and 
what he alleadgeth out of the Statute 8 E1z. c. 1. is falſe, and 
groſsly fallacious ; for the Statnte hath not a word of any Regiſter, 
but of Records only, as Statutes and Records of Law, which he 
writing in Latin renders Archiva, to deceive and abuſe the Reader. 
So that there is no proof of this Regiſter in being at that time, or 
in 20 years after thoſe Records, which are entred in it. That ſuch 
a thing ſhould be done, and in ſuch extraordinary manner, as of - 
Seventy Arch-Biſhops in that See, none before him was fo ordered, 
a5 is related in his Life, and yer no Hiſtory of that time, or Letter, . 
or other Writing, be found, which makes mention of the manner 
of it, or any Perſon but only one Lord, is ſo ſtrange, that it is in- - 
credible it ſhould be done in any very publick manner, as is pre- - 
tended, what-ever was done, And that part intituled Riruum 
atque : 
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1atque Ceremoniarum Ordo, is ſo preciſe and punQtual in things of 


little moment, as if it was fitted up ſome time after to anſwer the 
Doubts and Queſtions which were'made. And to ſend for Prieſts 
out of Priſons to ſee and teſtifie this Regiſter ſo long after, doth 
not ſo much configm the Credibility, as the Suſpicion of the An- 
tiquity and Authority of it. v. Maſon, lib. 3. c.18.n.11, And for 
farther Evidence, (if more need after ſo deceitful a Citation of a 
printed Statute ) how little Trult or Credit is to be given to the 
Authors of Mr. Maſon's Book, the Citation of ,Mr. Wadſworth's 
Letter Manuſcript, without noting the Dare, the Pretence of others, 
who mention the Regiſter in Print, without the Names of the 
Authors, or Titles of the Books, and the alleadging Camaen, /Dr. 


\ . Collins, and Dr. Hall, without the time when their Books were 


printed, which is all craftily done to impoſe upon the Reader, both 

do that effeQtually, and moreover ſhew how lame a cauſe it is in that 
particular alſo: For Wadſworth's Letter, which 1s now in Print, is 
dated but April 1. 1615. and the other Books will be found print- 
ed, I believe, but about the ſame time, which is nothing to the 
purpoſe. And what myſterious dealings there were about that 
time, the Convocartion-Book, not long ſince publiſhed, which had 
been fo long kept ſecret, is a notable Inſtance. 

But in what 1s without queſtion in that Regiſter, becauſe of Re- 
cord elſewhere, the Queens Letters Patent for his Confirmation 
and Conſecration, to which we may add, the Opinion of the Six 
Doors, the moſt eminent of that Faculty England then afforded, 
ſaith Fuller, ſubjoined, there is what may fatishe that there was then 
ſuch Doubts and Queſtions concerning the matter of the Conſecration 
by thoſe Perſons, as made a ſpecial Clarſe for ſupply-of all Defetts by 
the Queens Supream Authority, thought requilite to be inſerted, 
And yet, it ſeems, that would not ferve the turn, but afterward, in 
the 8th year of her Reign, « ſpecial Act of Parliament, drawn with 
all the Skill that could have been uſed, had it been for an Anſwer in 
Chancery, was thought farther requiſite to ſettle the Authority of 
the new Biſhops. And tho! it be pretended, that they were only 
Queſtions at Law, which may be true, but with a Fallacy in it : for 
they aroſe: upon matters firſt determinable by the Canons and Orders 
of the Church, as appears by the Judges Opinions reported by Brook 
concerning Leafes and Eſtates made by K. Edward's Biſhops, that 
they were z0t good, becauſe they were not conſecrated, and therefore 
zot Biſhops ; yet if we look into the Original of thoſe Queſtions, we 
ſhall find they were not then Queſtions at Law, but politive Deter- 
minations by the Church, of the Nzliry of their Conſecration, and 
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Defett of Title. So Taylor of Lincoln was deprived ob Nullitaten 
Conſecrationis & Defettum Tituls quem habuit 4 Rege Ed. per Lit. P2- 
tentes, and others the like. Ridley was degraded only of Prieſthood, 
becauſe they did not take him to be a Biſhop ; but Cramer of his 
Epiſcopal Dignity, becauſe he had been duly conſecrated. And no 
Church of the Roman Communion have ever ſince allowed the Or- 
dination of this Church of England, eſtabliſhed by Law, to be good, 
or permitted any Perſon ordained in it to the Office of Prieſthood 
without Ordination by ſome other Biſhop either of the Latin, or 
of the Greek\Church, tho? they hold it no leſs than Sacrilege to re- 
ordain one, who had been duly ordained before, as was before noted. 
Here was the Original of the Queſtions then made ; but there is 
another Original precedent to this, which perhaps was not then 
taken notice of, or not conſidered as it deſerveth, of other Queſtions 
as conſiderable as any, which I have mentioned already z the Com- 
miſſions introduced, undoubtedly by Cramer, Amo 1535. For 
they contain matter not only contrary to the moſt ancient Canons, 
in thoſe words, Nos tus in hac parte Supplicationibus inclinati : for 
thoſe Canons order ſuch as apply to Secular Powers in ſuch caſes, 
to be depoſed and excommunicated ; but moreover, monſtrouſly 
Heretical in the Declaration, and Schiſmatical in the Delegation 
before-mentioned. Objections both of Hereſie and Schiſmhave been 
made by othere , hnt'not for theſo matters; and two things have 
been replied, which may be likewiſe in this caſe : The one, that 
Bomer, and all the reſt, and all Qy. Mary's Biſhops, were in the 
ſame caſe; and therefore e verorints Epiſcoporum Albo in aternum ex- 
pungend', faith 2M/aſor, p: 185. istrue in part, of thoſe who were in 
re her time: For Czanmer was not only the Projeftor and 
Promoter of that, and other ſuch wicked Inventionsbut alſo the 
Decoy to betray the reſt into the Miſchiefs, .as well as the Inſtru« 
ment to betray the King and Kingdom into the Sin ; and accor- 
dingly was charged with both by. Brooks, Biſhop of Glouceſter, in 
that Queen's time, as we are informed by the Hiſtorian, who 
would help him out'; but'tis with an Anſwer impoſlible to be true : 
yet as to thereſt it is falſe, and the Inference falſe: For all thoſe 
things were reQified in the Biſhops of her time : which cannot be 
faid of any of the reſt, either before or ſince, And the other, when 
well conſidered, will prove as falſe and deceitful; and fo both ra- 
ther confirm, than an{wer the Objection : 'It is grounded upon an 
Opinion of the Schoolmen, and the Councils of Florence and Trent ; 
that neither Schiſm, nor Hereſie, can vacate the indelible Character 
of Epiſcopal Authority once duly and effeQually conferred ; no more 
B than 
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than Baptiſm duly adminiſtred. But tho generally the: Baptiſm of 
Schiſmaticks and Hereticks hath been allowed for good upon their 
return to the Unity and Doctrine of the Church, yet were there ſpe- 
cial caſes anciently, which were never allowed. - And fo, and mnch 
more in Orders, tho? generally this may hold, yet there may be fuch 
Special caſes, wherein it may not hold : - And ſuch I take this to be, 
For, if either the declared Opinion, or the matter of Fa&t, or both 
together, be inconſiſtent with the very End and Intention of Bap- 
tiſm or Ordination, in ſuch ſpecial caſe they can neither be allowed 
to be good or valid. As if a Jew, or a Platoniſt, who; denieth Feſws 
Chri# to be the Meſſiah, baptize another of the ſame Belief in the 
Name of the Father, Son, and. Holy Ghoſt, this cannot be allowed 
to be Chriſtian Baptiſm... So if a.Biſhop believe and profeſs that 
there is no other Chrift;an Sacrifice than vocal or mental Prayers and 
Alms, and ordain another, whowelieves and profeſſes the ſame, in 
manner and form otherwiſe ſufficient for Prieſts Orders, this cannot 
be thought a good Ordination to Prieſthood, -or to confer more 
than Deacons Orders, if ſo much. And this is the common caſe of 
2oteſtants, and hath been ſo ever ſince Luther's diſpute with 
Devil, related by himſelf, tho? there are ſome of the moſt 
learned of another mind. And fuch is plainly the caſe-of the Com- 
miſſions before-mentioned, which contain an expreſs Recognition 
of all Authority inthe King, and by conſequence a Renunciation of 
all other, not only Papal, but Epiſcopal, more than what 1s derived 
from the Regal; and a Delegation only of fach : And therefore the 
Conſecrations, how-ever performed, of Perſons on both-ſides ating 
- under fuch Commiſſions, could be no other than Solemnities, tho? 
Religions of Inveſtiture into. ſuch Authority as is delegated by the 
Commiſſion : and that. could be-but Political, unlefs the King had 
had any trfily Epiſcopal regularly derived from the Original Spe- 
cial Commiſſion of Chriſt. --Nor could ſuch Perſons convey any 
other to their Succeſſors. . _ 

In this there was certainly Digites Dei, the Wiſdom of a Divine 
Providence, to raiſe up-an Adverfary to corre& the Obſtinacy of 
the Church, which would not reform, and to raiſe an Emulation, 
and give Admonition of divers things amiſs : but ſo as to be but 
- for a time, and therefore imperfect, as hath-been rightly obſerved 
by a late Author. And the time ſeems. now near expired. And 
therefore hath the ſame moſt Wiſe Providence now. lately raiſed 
up a New Queſtion between the preſent Political Biſhops of - this 
Legal Church, and ſuch an Advocate for thoſe of them who are 
deprived, as had unanſwerably aſſerted their Cauſe upon the true 
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of the Kingdom of Chriſt, had they themſelves come in by thoſe.: 
but effetually done more than ever he intended, by ſuch Evidence 
and Arguments, as by a plain and eaſie application to the Depri- 
vations by Stat. 1 Eliz. c. x. much more ſtrongly prove Queen 
Elizabeth's Biſhops to have been meer Intruders, and therefore 
Null; ;, and that the Contenders on both ſides are no better them- 
ſelves than they whoſe Succeſlors they. are; and the Cauſe he is in- 
gaged in beſides indefenſible, without diſclaiming the Principles 
of the Reformation, and of the preſent Conſtitution of this Church, 
This may be ſeen. in the Yindication of the Deprived Biſhops, aſſerting 
their Spiritual Rights again$t a Lay-Deprivation, printed Anno 1692. 
49. if it can be had, or-in the Abſtra# of it lately printed - and 
the Application tw-the Letter to. the Vindicator. | 
What-ever may be allowed in matters of the World, I think it 
a very profane and wicked thing, in Arguments of Religion to 
uſe any thing of Deceit, Fallacy, or Cavilling ; for they onght not 
to be mentioned but with Reverence: But when the Hand of God 
appears ſo manifeſt in bringing ſuppreſſed Truth to Light, it is 
dangerous to neglect it, much more to- oppoſe it im ſuch manner, 
leſt they who do it ſhould be found to fight even againſt God, 
And therefore I hope this will be very ſeriouſly and well confi- 
dered, by all ſincere and truly conſcientious People : and nor only 
the Ciſe that this Nation is in, but alſo the Duty of ſuch Circum- 
t:ances both at home, and in reſpe&t of the Church of God abroad. 
And, firſt, it is to be conſidered, Whether God hath nat-con- 
cluded, as I may fay, all under Sin? And whether that doth not 
oblige all to Humiliation under His mighty Hand, and mutual 
Condeſcention and Charity to one another ? Whether this, which 
by vain Men hath been cryed up for a Glorious Church, doth not 
appear at laſt to be no Church at all? and their Clergy, who 
were thought the Glory of i, be not a meer Polzrical Order, un- 
happily introduced and ſubſtituted in the Place of ſuch, as derive 
their Authority from the Commiſſion of Chriſt to his Apoſtles, 
but, in truth, are no more than * meerly Teachers, as the diſſent- 
ing Miniſters are commonly and properly fa called by their Peo- 
ple ? For without a duly authorized Minitry, all agree, there can 
be no Church, properly fo called. Nay, Whether the diſlenting 
Miniſters of all Parties have not the Advantage bath in the Inno- 
cency, and. in the Authority of their Calling ? in the Innocency, 
becauſe they do not betray the Rights of he Church of Chriſt : 
and in the Authority, becauſe from Chriſtian Aſſemblies, and nut 
from the Civil Power, which may be Jews, Mabometans, Infidels or 
| B 2 Atheiſts, 
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Atheiſts, And whether the Fruits and Effet of their Miniſtry 
be not as good and plentiful in their Congregations, as the other 
in their Pariſhes, and Dioceſſes ? Where are better Fruits than 
Mr. Baxter's at. Kiderminſter ? or Mr. Ellior's in America ? 

And as to the Church of God abr:2d, doth not Mr. Baxter, on 
the one ſide, and Biſhop Bramball, on the other, reckon up whole 
Heads of falſe and groundleſs Charges which have been raiſed 
againſt them ? , Hath not God by his Providence removed the 
Motives of temporal Intereſt, which partly prbmoted, and partly 
ſupported the pretended Reformation under that firſt Race of 
Princes; and fo altered the caſe, thar the preſent Conititution is 
not Aetenſible without diſclaiming thoſe falſe Principles ? Hath 
He not prepared the way to a Reconciliation and Peace in the 
Church, and a more effeftual Peace in Chriſtian States, by the 
Peace lately concluded by the Means of a Confederacy with Ca- 
tholick Princes? And woutd not a Propoſal of Juſt and Reaſon- 
able Terms of Accommodation and true Chriſtian Union, oblige 
the other fide to a Reformation of much of what is amiſs, and 
much mend our own Caſe? Hath not this Holy Providence diſ- 
covered to us a Neceſlity we are under to doit? And would not 
this be a Glorious Work for King Wilkam to undertake, and the 
Crown and Glory of all to accompliſh it, and demonſtrate Him an 
Inſtroment rai's* n God 
Subjet in the Kingdom of Chriſt, who would not do-hi 
endeavour to promote a matter of fo much - importance to it ? 
Certainly he can be no Loyal Subje& of the Kingdom of England 
who cap ſee things in ſuchaCaſe, and be afraid to ſpeak it. * If all 


'*this be not. 4 Providential Call, 1 know not what is; but think it 


no Wiſdom for any Man to experiment the Truth of it, by a 
dangerous Negle&t. What the over-ruling Providence of God 
ſeems now to call, to lead, and even conſtrain us to, by removing 
Obſtacles, affording Opportunities, and diſcovering ſo great a Ne- 
ceſlity and Obligation, is no more than what hath been long ſince 
thought neceſſary, and much deſired by divers very Learned, Ju- 
dicious, Moderate and Pious Perſons : And I believe it will prove 


. the trueſt Wiſdom to conſider theſe Works of God, and conform 


to the Motions of the Supream Wiſdom, leaſt we kick againſt the 
Prick, and daſh upon a Rock. 
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